2/23/70 


D<?sr Mery (gaul, Gary), 

I neve bepn reading tne Bonner, with a mixture of disbelief, wonder 3 nd 
satisfaction. It is of this I write, as I f ll explain. I’ve gone through "12;2e M . 

When I have something like this to read, 1 generally do it twixt and tween 
ether things, whico tends to interfere with continuity but also ta^es no time from 
work. I rarely have time to mkae notes while I’m reading, so I mark the bo ks up ss 
I go. For example, when I pick Ml up during tue couple of months she works. I’ll 
have something with me to read if she is delayed. Or if I get to a good place to 
stop work and have a little while before supper, etc. 

You kno? her and perhaps some of tne otherpeople, so ^ may ask you a few 
questions as I go through it. 

first of all, did she tell you why she wrote the bo^k, what impelled her 
to do this, and at a tin* when all the trade indications were no Dork on this subject 
could be a big success, if it could break even? Of course, she could expect enough 
Dallas erle or this to make it worth her while. But, whet I am hinting at is, with 
her a partner in a public-relations business, do you think tne side benefits of the 
book ere what provided her inspiration? She is even more sycophantic taan Bishop* 

Mr early impressions are tost Ucr major sources were Curry, Fritz and nill. 
In not tnis order. &er descriution of Mil i9 absolutely fascinating. Tpis is a .nan 
ith no oersonal life end no desire for any. Do you know anything of his politics, 
religion or associations? 1 i’ina myself, from tnis breif characterization, wondering 
if he is a follower of some fundament', list church, like nargis' . Sue goes so for out 
of her way to lard Fritz (what soe uses isn't butter), like giving him credit for 
finding tne rifle ('.Veitzman carefully omitted, Fritz only one named by n^ne), it is 
or should be for anyone with scruple at all, at least embarrassing. Ct doe 9 she v now 
this little? 

I really enjoyed a little slip she made. Criticizing Lane for saying no 
one saw Oswald leave end citing, of all things, tne Worrell affidavit, she then says 
identica ly the same thing, tnet Oswald left tne building "unnoticed”. The brief 
contact I’ve had with tne book leads me to beliefe she doesn’t hove the 26, if the 
^eoert itself. She cites a selection only of the Decker affidavits, and then as un- 
cuestioned fact. It is clear she na3 not done muen homework. 7<nich is what one would 
expect, more of a women, with a public relations business. 

hill hes always inter sted me, l»oi i than most of tne police. From her 
writing he interests me even more. I wonder is she knows him from their days on the 
papers. In any event, if he wanted to be ’’where the action is”, ue sure was. 

Sincerely, 


